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Aims of Smart Growth Initiative

Generate nigh-guality, Migh-Wade jobs
EXpand housing near jobs; mass transit:
Redevelop oldiindustrial sites

Invest in upgrading County. facilities

By re-using existing developed land, help
preserve; agriculttrall reserve




By Implication:
Other Smart Growth Outcomes

Develop more compact, multi-use areas

En
[EX

nance livability fior residents, WOKFKErs

pand mobility, eptions — Walking), transit

Improve County Services for growing
POpPUIatIcn, ECONOMY.




Smart Growth Also Serves
Sustainability: ©Objectives

Strengthen County:s economy: and
eaffirmiits role infregionall econemy.

Redlce effiectsi off growth on
environmental’ resources, SUchas
IMPLEVING ERErgy: efificiency.

Can Impreve social equity. inrthe Cotnty:
and region




Community Economies Are Not
Conforming te, Smart Growth

Brooekings study: (April, 2009):
s 45 % of jobs In large metro areas are; located
more than: 10" miles from the region’s center

s 1998-2006: decrease in jobs within: 3f miles of
downtowniin most metro areas

s Rapid “job sprawl™ eccurred! in more; than; half
the metre areas




Consequences ofi Job Sprawi

LLonger commute distances = greater
Energy. constumption

Increased: infirastructure: Costs

Reduced oppertunities; for DUSINESS
IRtEraction

Iselation: off minority: employEeEs frem job
CENLErs

Asseciated residentiall sprawi




[For Montgomery: County:
The Competition Factor

Tyson's Corner: dathering strength
s One of major business, retail centers ini ULS.
s/ Plans for significant: expansion; rebuiding
= Willtfinally: be linked to: Metrorall
= 10 Include substantiall residentialf growth




Regional Significance of the
County:s Strategy

[FOrgingl economic development: within: the
heart off the County:

= Building oni econemic; strengthns

s Connecting the dots

s Recognizing place-making; epportunities




Regional Significance:
Renewing Ading Infirastructure

[FOCUSING On| FEINVEstmMeEnt, Improvement
off outmeded, Inefficiently: developed anea:

s Recycling valuable reseurces and assets —
central location, existing| facilities

s [aking advantage of renewable; “embodied
energy”

= Rebuilding for the long term future




Regional Significance:;
Achieving Sustainable Development:

Alming to strengthen: ar preductive,
competitive; econemy: While Increasing
social equity, and reducing the
environmental Impacts; o grewth




Montgomery: County’s
Longtime Policy: Path

Promotingl TOD-oriented Urbamn CeEnters
s Bethesda

s Friendship; Heights

Investingl in redevelepment:

s Silver Spring

Creating significant public racilities:

s Strathmore Music Center

x Convention Center




Alternative: Fighting Groewth
and Change

Beginningl in' 19607s: grewth contrels

[Famous examples:

x| Ramapo, NY.— adeqguate public fiacility, tests
s Petaluma, CA — limit: on building permits

s Boulder, CO' — grewth boundary.

s Boca Raten — pepulation control




Some; Outcomes

Ramapo — facilities not programmed, growith
stopped, econemy: suffiered, requirements
drepped

(Meanwhile, adeguate public facilities became
most common| growth: controll policy in U.S.)

Petaluma — still' limits permit Issuance, growing
at slower pace, development went to
sUrreUndingr communities

Bocal Raton — populatien control illegal




Urban Growth Boundaries

Recent study: 1351 jurisdictions with
“Urban; containment™ lines

s Portland, OR

s Lexington, KN

s Salrasota County, FL

= Mentgemery County: (agricultural’ preserve)




Conseguences

Almost alll failed to; stop grewths

s Shifited te adjacent areas; welcoming grewth
(withconseguent impacts’ on jurisdiction
attempting te control growth)

s [ attractive market, generated pressures for
higher-density: development

s (Vancouver, WA owes much of its grewth to
Portland, OR restrictions)




Boulder, CO Growth Limits

Growth beundary: on sureUnding Meuntains fior
Watel SEerVIce

1976 election appreved DanishrPlan:
a LLimit: 450 permits/year for 5 years
s Project rating system, fior' grading proposals

s Impactss bifurcated heusing market — rich and pooer
(HH Incomewas'* twe-humped camel™)

s Most development today: renovation, replacement




Limits

Boulder:

on Non-Residential Growth

due to traffic preblems, restricted new.

commercial/industrial development

s EXISting Industries had trouble expanding
s New industries feund fiew! sitesi available
s Restrictions lifted

Portianc
s |l.and,
= House

: stuidy. off constrained growith (1994)
10USINgG prices predicted to rise

nold shifts similar to' Boulder’s

= [0 be effiective, would reguire disincentives




Columbia/Reston
Attitudes te Growth

x Growth created demands; fior commercial, other
Services only: partly: satisfied on site

s Columbia:
Howard County aimed tol reduce trafific problems; by’ allowing

expansion off town center to) serve residents
Many: residents fought clhiange, now:on hold
s Reston:

Planners reserved site for future town: center, now: developed
Outdated LakelAnne center being redeveloped




Economic Lessons of Smart Growth
andi Sustainable Development

Work torachieve sustainablerdevelopment
Py develeping resources thati conserve
energy’ andrenvironmentall resources While
ddVancingl seciall equity:

Play ther hand yourre dealt — Inrthais case
an aréa and some; Valluable economic
epportunitiestfior capitalizing onl assets




